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Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
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Detailed Office Action 



1 . Claims 20-39 are presented for examination. 

2. Examiner is unclear in claims 20, 31, and 36 whether "Client" or "server" or 
"Client-server". 



3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 20-39 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Response to Arguments 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. Claims 20-30, and 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
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unpatentable over Spilo et al., (hereinafter Spilo) U.S. Patent No. 6,298,422 , and Susai et 
al., (hereinafter Susai) U.S. Patent No. 6,41 1,986, in view of Peterson et al., (hereinafter 
Peterson) U.S. Patent No. 6,549,934. 

6. As to claim 20, Spilo teaches a method of improving access to one or more 
resources on a client server comprising: serving a plurality of applications from said 
cHent server to a stateless Desktop Unit (DTU) (col. 3, lines 35-47, and col.4, lines 1-13); 
determining when an application served form said client server to said stateless DTU 
should become inactive (col.4, lines 38-67); served from said cKent server to indicate that 
said appHcation should stop or reduce consuming said one or more resources on said 
cUent server (col. 5, lines 40-60, and col.4, lines 50-67); served from said cUent server to 
indicate that said apphcation should resume or increase consuming said one or more 
resources on said client server (col.l, hnes 30-37). But does not teach filtering application 
from said plurality of applications served from said cHent server via a filter located within 
said client server and separated from said plurality of apphcations, and sending a first and 
second signal to applications from filter. However, Peterson teaches filtering application 
from said plurality of applications served from said chent server via a filter located within 
said client server and separated from said plurality of applications (Fig-2A, shows that 
Server NetDevice Object is a fitler), and sending a first and second signal to applications 
from filter (col.6, lines 56-67, shows that server Netdevice Object send out a status). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the 
invention to combine the teachings of Spilo and Peterson to have a filter located within a 
server to send first and second signal to apphcations because it would have an efficient 
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that can provide a program that examines incoming data to ensure that only information 
within certain parameters is allowed to pass through. 

Spilo and Peterson do not teach determining when said appHcation served from said 
client server should resume activity. However, Susai teaches the determining when said 
appHcation served from cUent server should resume activity (col4, lines 16-49). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the invention to 
combine the teachings of Spilo, Peterson and to have an appHcation served from client 
server should resume activity because it would have an efficient that can provide 
automatically function that can return to or begin again after interruption. 

7. As to claim 21, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein determining when 
said appHcation should become inactive comprises determining when a session 
associated with a user is no longer active by identifying when said stateless DTU is 
disassociated with said session (col. 4, Hnes 8-13) 

8. As to claim 22, teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said client server 
maintains said session with said user when user said user is disconnected with said 
stateless DTU (col. 6, lines 9-37). 

9. As to claim 23, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said client server 
is shared by a plurality of stateless DTUs and wherein said determining when said 
application should resume activity comprises determining when said session becomes 
active by identifying when any stateless DTU of said plurality of stateless DTUs becomes 
re-associated with said session (col. 5, lines 1-21). 

10. As to claim 25, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said filtered 
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application is an application that continues to consume said one or more resources on said 
client server when said session associated with said user of said application is no longer 
active (col. 13, lines 55-67, and col.4, lines 50-67), but does not teach a filter application. 
However, Peterson teaches a filter application (Fig.2A, shows that Server NetDevice 
Object is a fitler). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing art at the invention to combine the teachings of Spilo and Peterson to have a 
filter application because it would have an efficient that can provide a program that 
examines incoming data to ensure that only information within certain parameters is 
allowed to pass through. 

11. As to claim 26, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said application is 
a member of said plurality of applications (col. 5, lines 1-20, col. 6, lines 1-8, and col. 7, 
lines 59-67). 

12. As to claim 27, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said member 
comprises a subset of said plurality of applications (col. 5, lines 1-20, col.6, lines 1-8, and 
col.7, lines 59-67). 

13. As to claim 28, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said first signal 
comprises an operating system command to stop a process (col.4, lines 50-67); and said 
second signal comprise an operating system command to start a process (col. 5, lines 40- 
60). 

14. As to claim 29, Spilo does not teaches the invention as claimed, wherein each of 
said serving, filtering, sending, and determining steps are performed without modifying 
said appUcation in any way via said filter separated fi^om said plurality of applications. 
However, Peterson teaches each of said serving, filtering, sending, and determining steps 
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are performed without modifying said application in any way via said filter separated 
from said plurality of applications (Figure 2, and col 6, lines 56-67). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the invention to combine the 
teachings of Spilo and Peterson to have a filter is separated from said plurality of 
applications because it would have an efficient that can provide a program that examines 
incoming data to ensure that only information within certain parameters is allowed to 
pass through. 

15. As to claim 30, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said client server 
provides a computational power for said stateless DTU and a state maintenance for said 
stateless DTU (col.5, lines 1-21, and col.5, lines 40-60). 

16. Claims 31-35are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Spilo et al, (hereinafter Spilo) U.S. Patent No. 6,298,422, in view of Peterson et al., 
(hereinafter Peterson) U.S. Patent No. 6,549,934. 

17. As to claim 31, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, including a client server 
serving a plurality of appUcations to a stateless Desktop Unit (DTU), the client server 
comprising: a resource (col.2, linel to col.3, line 5); a first session associated with a user 
on a first stateless DTU; wherein said first session is disassociated with said first DTU, 
indicating that said first session is inactive (col.3, lines 35-47, and col. 4, line 1-13); at 
least one member of said plurality of applications indicating that said at least one member 
should stop consuming said resource (col.4, lines 38-49); said at least one member 
indicating that said at least one member should resume consuming said resource (col.5, 
line 40-60). But does not teach a filter for managing consumption of said resource; 
wherein said filter is separated from said plurality of applications. However, Peterson 
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teaches a filter for managing consumption of said resource (col.6, lines 56-67), and 
wherein said filter is separated fi'om said plurality of applications (Fig.2A, shows that 
Server NetDevice Object is a fitler). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the Data Processing art at the invention to combine the teachings of Spilo and Peterson 
to have a filter is separated fi-om said plurality of applications because it would have an 
efficient that can provide a program that examines incoming data to ensure that only 
information within certain parameters is allowed to pass through. 

18. As to claim 32, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said any stateless 
DTU comprises said first stateless DTU and a second stateless DTU (col. 5, lines 1-21, 
and col. 5, lines 40-60). 

19. As to claim 34, Spilo does not teach the invention as claimed, wherein said client 
server comprises a first client server and a second client server, wherein said first and 
second signals are sent by said first chent server comprising said filter, and wherein said 
plurality of applications are served by said second client server, but Peterson teaches 
client server comprises a first client server and a second client server, wherein said first 
and second signals are sent by said first client server comprising said filter, and wherein 
said plurality of appKcations are served by said second chent server (Fig. 2, and col.6, 
lines 56-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing 
art at the invention to combine the teachings of Spilo and Peterson to have a filter located 
within a server to send first and second signal to applications because it would have an 
efficient that can provide a program that examines incoming data to ensure that only 
information within certain parameters is allowed to pass through. 

20. As to claim 35, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said at least one 



Application/Contro^^mber: 09/513,652 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2143 

member comprises a subset of said plurality of applications (col. 5, lines 1-20, col6, lines 
1-8, and col7, lines 59-67). 

21. As to claim 36, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer 
program product comprising: a plurality of client servers having computer readable 
program code embodied therein for improving access to one or more resources on said 
plurality of servers comprising: computer readable program code configured to cause a 
stateless Desktop Unit (DTU) to improve access to one or more resources on at least one 
of said plurality of client servers serving a plurality of applications to said DTU 
comprising: computer readable program code configured to cause at least one of said 
plurality of client servers to deteraiine when an application should become inactive 
(col4, lines 38-67); Computer readable program code configured to cause at least one of 
said plurality of cUent servers to send a first signal to said application indicating that said 
appHcation should stop or reduce consuming said one or more resources (col. 5, lines 40- 
60, and col.4, lines 50-67); and computer readable program code configured to cause at 
least one of said plurality of client servers to send a second signal to said apphcation 
indicating that said application should resume of increase consuming said one or more 
resources (col. 5, lines 40-60), but does not teach computer readable program code 
configured to cause a filter on at least one of said plurality of client servers to filter said 
applications from said plurality of application and computer readable program code 
configured to cause at least one of said plurality of chent servers via said filter to send 
first and second signal to application. However, Peterson teaches computer readable 
program code configured to cause a filter on at least one of said plurality of client servers 
to filter said applications from said plurality of application (Fig.2A, shows that Server 
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NetDevice Object is a fitler), and computer readable program code configured to cause at 
least one of said plurality of client servers via said filter to send first and second signal to 
application (col.6, lines 56-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the invention to combine the teachings of Spilo and Peterson to 
have a filter located within a server to send first and second signal to applications because 
it would have an efficient that can provide a program that examines incoming data to 
ensure that only information within certain parameters is allowed to pass through. Also 
Spilo and Peterson do not teach determining when said application served fi-om said 
client server should resume activity. However, Susai teaches the determining when said 
appUcation served fi*om client server should resume activity (col4, lines 16-49). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the invention to 
combine the teachings of Spilo, Peterson and Susai to have an application served from 
client server should resume activity because it would have an efficient that can provide 
automatically function that can return to or begin again after interruption. 

22. As to claim 37, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said con:5)uter 
readable program code configured to cause said chent server to determine when said 
application should become inactive comprises computer readable program code 
configured to cause at least one of said plurality of client servers to determine when a 
session is no longer active by identifying when said stateless DTU is disassociated with 
said session (col.4, lines 38-67). 

23. As to claim 38, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said computer 
readable program code configured to cause said server to determine when said 
appKcation should resume activity comprises computer readable program code 
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configured to cause at least one of said plurality of client servers to determine when said 
session becomes active by identifying when any DTU becomes re-associated with said 
session (col4, lines 38-67, and col.5, lines 1-21). 

24. As to claim 39, Spilo teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said first signal 
and said second signal comprise operating system commands (col.4, lines 50-67). 

25. Claims 24, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Spilo et al, (hereinafter Spilo) U.S. Patent No, 6,298,422 and Susai et al, 
(hereinafter Susai) U.S. Patent No. 6,41 1,986 in view of Tushie et al, (hereinafter 
Tushie) U.S. Patent No. 6,014,748. 

26. As to claim 24, and 33 Spilo and Susai do not teach the invention as claimed, 
wherein an identifier is used to cause the association and wherein identifier comprises a 
smart card. However, Tushie teaches an identifier causing the association is a smart card 
(col. 11, liens 25-35, and col. 14, lines 33-54). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the invention to combine the teachings of 
Spilo, Susai and Tushie to have an smart card includes in a communication system 
because it would have an efficient that can provide specific fixnction that given it some 
kind of independent decision-making ability. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
appHcant's disclosure. 

Jindal et al U.S. Patent No. 6,249,803 Issued June 1 9, 2001 
Navare et al U.S. Patent No. 6,412,015 Issued June 25, 2002. 

28. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications fi"om the 



Application/ContrdWumber: 09/5 1 3,652 




Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2143 

examiner should be directed to Tammy T. Nguyen who may be reached via telephone at 
(703) 305-7982. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 
8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. eastern standard time. 

If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this instant 
application, please send it to (703) 872-9306. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, David Wiley, may be reached at 



(703) 308-5221. 



TTN 

November 14, 2003 




SUPERVISOWPATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY (BITER 21 00 



